Introductory
the duty of an Opposition to oppose was regarded as of
the inner essence of the parliamentary system, now it is
increasingly urged that opposition as such is merely
faction; and the tendency is to discount the whole validity
of the party conflict as in and of itself a detriment to
national unity. At bottom, of course, this criticism is no
different from that made by Fascists of the parliamentary
regime. A nation, they say, struggling to maintain its
competitive power cannot afford the luxury of an organized
brake upon the power of its Government.
Nor is this all. It is significant that our time has seen
the first legislation against the trade unions in over a
century. It has seen an urgent movement for the recon-
struction of the House of Lords, not simply because, as
a form of legislature, that chamber is now an admitted
anachronism, but in order, as its proponents have avowed,
to provide as strong a safeguard as is available against the
success of a Socialist Government. There has been not
only a deliberate and intense effort to revive and extend
the prestige of the monarchy; even more significant is
the revivification of the theory that the Crown is the
guardian of the Constitution—a theory which leads
straight to the notion that, in a period of crisis, it is the
arbiter between parties; a position which, in an emer-
gency, may easily become Bolingbroke's idea of a Patriot
King. For reasons that I shall explore in detail later, the
effort to exploit the personality of the monarch is of
exceptional importance. It is not only a complete reversal
of the classic Whig doctrine so painfully established in
the two centuries after the Revolution of 1688; it is also
a recognition that the prestige of the Crown—Bagehot's
dignified part of the government—is a weapon of
immense contingent value in future political conflicts, a
weapon, it must be added, of which all the emphasis is
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